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Abstract
Calcification is one of the most common issues that arise concerning biocompatibility, 
known to affect many systems in the body. It is often associated with an increase in free 
phosphate and calcium particles in the serum that leads to mineral deposition. Calcification 
is problematic both in the naturally occurring state of the body, as well as when it exists 
as result of biomaterial implants. While calcification is prominent in many different forms, 
not all mechanisms and processes associated with the phenomenon are completely under-
stood. In this chapter, materials affected by calcification, potential mechanisms of action, 
and potential treatments will be discussed. Both bioprosthetic and polymer heart valves 
and urinary implants will be evaluated for material composition, application, and failure. 
Current research on the assessment of these materials will be reported, with the associ-
ated chemical and biological mechanisms explained. The chapter will also detail diseased 
states of the arteries that induce calcification and what treatments can be used for both arte-
rial and bioprosthetic calcification. Finally, the chapter will conclude by detailing future 
designs for biomaterials to prevent and treat calcification in both natural and synthetic 
applications.
Keywords: aortic valves, biomaterials, bioprosthetic, calcification, tissue engineering, 
urinary regeneration
1. Introduction
Calcification is one of the most common issues that arise concerning biocompatibility, known 
to affect many systems in the body. It is often associated with an increase in free phosphate 
and calcium particles in the serum that leads to mineral deposition [1]. Calcification is prob-
lematic both in the naturally occurring state of the body, as well as when it exists as result 
of biomaterial implants [2]. While recent research confirms that it is an active, cell-mediated 
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process rather than a passive association of age, the various mechanisms of calcification and 
related factors that are involved with this phenomenon are still not completely understood.
The cardiovascular system is one that is majorly affected by calcification, both naturally and 
via biosynthetic and bioprosthetic implants. Natural vascular calcification is associated with 
the stiffening of arterial walls and the deposition of free calcium and phosphate particles in 
the serum [3]. Vascular calcification is also seen to increase in patients on dialysis, due to 
serum being stripped of natural inhibitors of mineralization [4]. Valve implants, coronary 
stents, and balloon angioplasty are all affected by mineralization due to immune response of 
biomaterials used, calcium affinity, or even elastin/collagen injury post-implantation [5]. The 
consequence of this calcification is often associated with implant failure and stiffness of tissue. 
This also occurs in implants in the urinary system due to adhesion of various minerals and 
cells to the surface of the implant [6]. Implants such as urinary catheters and ureteral stents 
calcify as a result of interaction of the bacteria and the device.
While calcification is prominent in many different forms, not all mechanisms and processes 
associated with the phenomenon are completely understood. In this chapter, materials 
affected by calcification, potential mechanisms of action, and potential treatments will be 
discussed. Both bioprosthetic and polymer heart valves and urinary implants will be evalu-
ated for material composition, application, and failure. Current research on the assessment 
of these materials will be reported, with the associated chemical and biological mechanisms 
explained. The chapter will also detail diseased states of the arteries that induce calcification 
and what treatments can be used for both arterial and bioprosthetic calcification. Finally, the 
chapter will conclude by detailing future designs for biomaterials to prevent and treat calcifi-
cation in both natural and synthetic applications.
2. Heart valves
A major contributor to morbidity and mortality worldwide is valvular heart diseases (VHDs). 
Valvular dysfunction is related to an insufficient opening or closing of the valve caused by 
either stenosis, regurgitation or both [7]. Stenosis can be described as a stiffening of the leaflets, 
leading to improper opening and closing of the valves. Regurgitation occurs when blood flows 
back through the valve indicating inadequate valve closure [8]. Almost 2.5% of the U.S. popu-
lation is affected by VHDs. With 300,000 surgeries completed annually, heart valve replace-
ments come in second for the most common cardiovascular surgical procedure to treat this 
issue [7]. There are currently two strategies for this treatment: repair or valve replacement [7].
Valve replacements generally exist in two forms: mechanical heart valves (MHVs) or biopros-
thetic (biological) heart valves (BHVs) [9]. There are five categories of biological heart valves: 
autograft, autologous, homografts, pericardial valves, and porcine xenografts [7]. Autograft 
heart valves are implanted using the Ross procedure, which replaces the problematic aortic valve 
with a healthy valve that is already within the patient [10]. To create an autologous heart valve, 
cells from a patient must be harvested and transplanted onto a scaffold using tissue engineering 
techniques. The resulting tissue that has formed within the scaffold is then placed back inside 
the same patient [11]. Homografts that used for valve replacements are typically taken from 
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organ donors. Grafts obtained from these donors, or sources other than the receiving individual 
are known as allografts. Pericardial valves are fabricated from bovine pericardium and are fixed 
onto a stented frame during implantation [12]. Xenografts are any valves transplanted from an 
animal source, including porcine and bovine pericardial valves [12].
Bioprosthetic valves can also be in one of three forms: stented, stentless, and percutaneous 
[13]. Mechanical valves are typically created from non-biological materials like polymers, 
metal, carbon, and various alternatives [9]. Of the two valve replacement types, roughly 
half of U.S. patients receive bioprosthetic valves. These are usually either porcine xenograft 
or bovine pericardial valves. Another 43% of patients undergoing heart valve surgery will 
receive mechanical prosthesis (Table 1) [7].
2.1. Bioprosthetic vs. polymer valves
When choosing between a bioprosthetic and a mechanical valve, there are some important 
factors that should be taken into consideration. These include the patient’s age, preference, 
life expectancy, comorbidities, and indication/contraindication for warfarin therapy [13]. 
MHVs and BHVs not only have different compositions, but also differ in features like throm-
bogenicity, durability, and hemodynamic properties [15]. MHVs have superb durability but 
require lifelong anticoagulation therapy because of their increased risk of thromboembolism, 
thrombotic obstruction, and hemorrhage. In contrast, bioprosthetic valves do not require 
anticoagulation therapy because they are less thromboembolic; however, due to calcific 
Bioprosthetic  
heart valves
Material Purpose Implantation 
methods
In vivo response
Stented Porcine valve 
leaflets and bovine 
pericardium 
fabricated into 
pericardial valves  
are both mounted 




valves, stented valves 
are not susceptible to 
thrombo-embolic effects
Requires open heart 
surgery
These biological valves 
do not present the 
patient with thrombo-
embolic problems 
but they do lead to 
calcification and tissue 
hardening due to 
immune response
Stentless Made from bovine 
pericardium or 
porcine aortic  
valves
Used to improve 
hemodynamics and 
durability of the  
valves
Requires open heart 
surgery
These present the same 
problems in vivo as 
stented valves but have 
been shown to have 
a 10% larger effective 
valve area compared to 
stented valves
Percutaneous Biologic porcine or 
bovine pericardium 
is affixed to a 
supporting stent or 
cage
A less invasive surgery 
for valve replacement 
in patients with high 
operative risks
Implanted into 





problems as stented 
and stentless but is a 
very novel technique 
and needs further 
investigating
Table 1. Table summarizing the differences between stented, stentless and percutaneous bioprosthetic heart valves [12–14].
Calcification of Biomaterials and Diseased States
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.71594
39
tissue degradation, their durability is finite [13]. MHVs and BHVs last around 20–30 years 
and 10–15 years, respectively. Biological valves are used more often than mechanical valves 
because of their ease of implantation, safety, functionality, and the fact that they do not 
require anticoagulant therapy [7, 15].
Most BHVs used are fabricated from porcine heart valves or from bovine pericardium. While 
bioprosthetic valves are competent, they are still lacking in that they have significant struc-
tural deterioration due to calcification [16]. Younger age, renal insufficiency, mitral valve 
position, and hyperparathyroidism are all predictive factors thought to be associated with 
structural valve deterioration (SVD). Patient age is a major factor of SVD in bioprostheses. 
Implant failure ten years after application occurs in less than 10% of elderly patients, while 
reaching 20–30% in patients less that forty years old [13].
Other factors contributing to calcification are the pre-implantation techniques used on biopros-
thetic valves. For example, prior to implantation, most bovine or porcine valves are decellular-
ized which make them less antigenic; however, this process removes all the endothelial cells 
present. Therefore, adjoining tissue and/or circulating cells cannot then be reseeded after decel-
lularization occurs [7, 17]. Along with decellularization, stabilization of the extracellular matrix 
(ECM) components, and masking of xenogeneic epitopes are important. For this reason, all 
animal pericardium must be treated with specific crosslinking agents such as glutaraldehyde 
prior to implantation. However, glutaraldehyde stimulates many destructive effects such as 
structural damage, cytotoxicity, and calcific deterioration [18]. Because of problems associated 
with prosthetic valves, approximately 60% of all patients receiving heart valve replacements 
will need to have a revision surgery [7]. Also, all studies thus far have neither confirmed nor 
rejected the use of pericardial valves over porcine valves or vice versa (Figure 1) [13].
Figure 1. Image of a porcine bioprosthetic heart valve. (C) is showing calcification, (T) is showing cusp tears, and (S) is 
showing stenosis of the valve [16].
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2.1.1. Mechanism
2.1.1.1. Modes and mechanisms of valve failure
The specific mechanisms leading to VHD are not fully known, meaning it is unclear how 
important genetics, cellular characteristics, and microenvironmental characteristics are in this 
disease. However, in light of recent evidence, it is believed that alterations in developmental 
morphogenesis signaling pathways could play a role in VHD [8]. One affected pathway is 
that of Notch1. The Notch1 pathway is engaged in numerous cell-to-cell communication pro-
cesses. With this pathway being an intercellular signaling mechanism, it is believed that the 
loss of Notch1 results in deformation of leaflet morphology throughout embryo development 
and the inability to suppress calcification during adulthood [19].
One known major cause of failure in bioprosthetic heart valves is calcification [17]. The exact 
mechanism of tissue degeneration leading to calcification is not fully known. However, IgM/
IgG antibodies entering the valve matrix initiate the process. This then leads to deposition of 
macrophages on the valve surface which is followed by collagen breakdown and calcification 
[15]. These macrophages are critical factors in the innate immune response. Macrophages are 
in charge of inducing phagocytosis and killing bacteria. When these macrophages become 
overwhelmed, they induce an inflammatory response [20]. This inflammatory response 
causes an increase in inflammatory cytokines that cause calcification [13]. For this reason, the 
immune system is thought to be a key factor in the initiation of calcification (Figure 2) [15].
Figure 2. This is a theoretical model showing the degenerative, atherosclerotic, and immune rejection processes involved 
in the structural degradation of bioprosthetic heart valves [13].
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To further determine the reason for calcification involved with BHVs, their composition must 
be examined. BHVs are fixed in glutaraldehyde to reduce immunogenicity and ameliorate 
the mechanical strength of the heart valve; however, this fixation reduces antigen presenta-
tion and chemical stabilization by concealing antigens and eventually leading to an influx in 
calcium [9]. Consequently, glycoproteins and other substances are lost during glutaraldehyde 
fixation which allows for the formation of a calcium phosphate precipitate that would not 
occur under normal cardiac conditions [17]. This glutaraldehyde fixation is also thought to 
cause chemical interactions between aldehyde groups, phospholipids and circulating calcium 
ions which can also cause calcification in bioprosthetic valves [15].
Surface heparin has been used as a preventative method for dealing with tissue calcification in 
heart valve replacements. This heparin treatment is meant to replace glutaraldehyde fixation. 
In one study, it was discovered that porcine aortic valves that were pretreated with surface 
heparin showed a decrease in the accumulation of calcium in valve tissue [17]. While the exact 
mechanisms of heparin are unclear, it is thought that the heparin molecules block calcium 
phospholipid-binding sites that glutaraldehyde fixation targets. Ingrowth and antiprolifera-
tive effects are also characteristics of heparin which may potentially influence small muscle 
cell growth during implantation which would indirectly inhibit calcification [17].
In addition to glutaraldehyde fixation causing calcium influx and tissue degradation dete-
rioration, recent studies have suggested that SVD is also due to active mechanisms such as 
atherosclerosis and immune rejection. This immune rejection could be due to bioprosthetic 
valves not being “immunologically inert” [13]. This results in humoral and cellular immune 
responses that lead to tissue disruption and/or mineralization. This would explain why 
younger patients with a more vigorous immune system might experience faster SVD.
Bioprosthetic SVD might also be due to atherosclerotic processes from associated risk factors 
[13]. The oxidation and infiltration of low-density lipoproteins within bioprosthetic tissue might 
trigger an inflammatory process. This would result in osteoblastic differentiation of stem/pro-
genitor cells caused by the oxidized low-density lipoproteins and inflammatory cytokines [13]. 
Another reason for bioprosthetic valve failure is calcific deposits found in tears in the commis-
sural and basal areas of the cusp. Within 15 years of implantation, over 50% of porcine valves 
show some form of functional degradation, usually due to regurgitation caused by these cusp 
tears [15].
2.1.2. Prevention
2.1.2.1. Biomaterial alterations and coatings
One of the major reasons that implants calcify is due to the biocompatibility of the material. 
In several studies, either altering the chemical makeup and properties of the biomaterial or 
coating the material with anticalcification agents have been used to reduce these effects.
Crosslinking surface material of various implants has become a topic of interest in current 
research, specifically because of the mechanical properties it supplies to implants. Crosslinking 
chemistry provides protection to various extracellular matrix components in bioprosthetic 
heart valves in order to retain structural strength [21]. Several crosslinking methods, specifi-
cally crosslinking with glutaraldehyde, provide strength by preventing degradation, but the 
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elastin in the ECM is not protected. This leads to stiffness, tears, and deformations in the 
surface of the material, a condition known as “permanent set” [5]. A modified form of cross-
linking involving treating the surface of biomaterial implants with pentagalloyl glucose does 
not cause damage to collagen or surface deformations. In a study using bovine pericardium 
tissue, the combined cross-linking was prepared by first soaking the tissue in neomycin trisul-
fate and a buffer, then incubating it in a cross-linking carbodiimide solution with pentagalloyl 
glucose. The treated leaflets of tissue were then tested in vivo in rats to determine calcification 
after a thirty day period. Little to no calcification was found on any of the leaflets. The study 
showed the potential benefits of using this cross-linking method to prevent or delay calcifica-
tion in implants, though further data should be collected (Figure 3) [5].
Figure 3. Treating the biomaterial with POSS to form POSS-PCU changes existing receptors so that free calcium ions are 
no longer able to bind, preventing deposition and mineralization [5].
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Another method of preventing calcification is by targeting the free aldehydes present in bio-
prosthetic tissue. As previously mentioned, glutaraldehyde is used to set tissue to be used 
for implants because of the strength it provides, and the aldehydes remaining on the tissue 
are thought to promote calcification [22]. When bovine pericardium is treated with alter-
natives to cap the free aldehydes, the tissue shows significantly reduced levels of calcium 
content and mineralization [23]. Reducing agents such as glycine, glutamate, and sodium 
bisulfite can form a Schiff base and effectively neutralize the aldehydes present [23]. This 
process allows the tissue to maintain its mechanical strength but inhibits the formation of 
calcification [23].
Nanocomposites are growing in popularity for use in biomaterials due to their biocompatibil-
ity and anticalcification properties [24]. Using polyhedral oligomeric silsesquioxane (POSS) 
nanoparticles with poly(carbonate-urea)urethane (PCU) has proven to increase mechanical 
strength, and potentially work as a calcification-resistant material. Figure 3 illustrates the 
treatment of POSS-PCU [24]. These composites have been shown to significantly decrease 
deposition compared to glutaraldehyde-fixed bovine pericardium tissue. The treated tissue 
shows decreased platelet adhesion to its surface compared to typical bovine pericardium, a 
mechanism thought to be associated with calcification resistance [25]. These nanocomposites 
show increased promise for use in biomaterials.
2.2. Tissue engineered and ion-loaded scaffolds
Because of their biocompatibility and regenerative capabilities, tissue engineered scaffolds 
are becoming a popular source for heart valves replacements. There are three different types 
of scaffolds: porous, fibrous, and hydrogels. These can be either acellular or seeded with 
autologous cells to promote regeneration and avoid a negative immune response [7]. A key 
component in the scaffold is its ability to degrade in a controlled time period [7]. The tissue 
can then be regenerated while the synthetic scaffold degrades or is remodeled, leaving behind 
growth and proliferation resembling natural tissue [26].
Tissue-engineered scaffolds seeded with vascular interstitial cells (VICs) have been shown to 
regenerate valvular tissue, while still retaining the alpha-smooth muscle actin (α-SMA) marker 
expressed in smooth muscle cells [7]. The tissue engineered scaffolds have a lower risk of ECM 
damage than the decellularized tissue used in many heart valve implants; therefore, the col-
lagen and fibers behave in a more normal manner, retaining their smooth muscle phenotype. 
Porosity can be controlled, compared to the unintentional porosity created in decellularized 
tissue, making the scaffolds more resistant to calcification [7].
These scaffolds can be manipulated before entering the body, from seeding them with autolo-
gous cells to promote new growth to loading them with ions as a form of drug delivery to 
mitigate negative responses post-implantation. Metal ions, including iron, aluminum, and 
magnesium, are gaining popularity in current research because of their ability to bind to 
forming hydroxyapatite crystals in the serum and prevent further deposition [27]. Though 
the mechanism is not fully understood, it is hypothesized that ions such as magnesium bind 
where calcium typically would, preventing calcium deposits [28]. They also are thought to 
interrupt alkaline phosphatase activity [27]. These ions often exist naturally in the body for 
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this process, but by loading tissue-engineered scaffolds with different metals (aluminum, 
magnesium, iron) they can specifically target calcium deposition at the site of the implant to 
prevent failure. The problem that rises with this design is that, after implantation, there is no 
way to reload the matrices with more ions, so it cannot act as a long term inhibitor.
3. Urinary
3.1. Urinary tract materials
In the entire urinary system, the organs most commonly and significantly affected by calci-
fications are the kidneys, followed by ureters, and then the urinary bladder. Urinary tract 
calculi are formed when the urine is supersaturated with salt and minerals such as calcium 
oxalate, struvite (ammonium magnesium phosphate), uric acid, and cysteine [29]. This super-
saturation can be caused by a variety of genetic and dietary factors, urinary calcium excretion, 
and environmental triggers [30]. Urinary calculi are solid particles in the urinary system that 
cause pain, nausea, vomiting, hematuria, and chills/fever due to secondary infection.
Urinary tract calcification is organized in three different categories: renal calcification, ureteral 
calcification, and bladder calcification. These are further classified by their orientation, position, 
shape, size, mobility, opacity, chemical composition, and location in the kidneys, ureters, or 
bladder, and their relation to pathologic conditions [31]. Calcification in the urinary tract can 
also occur from infection of the implants. Healthcare associated infections are the fourth leading 
cause of disease [33]. Studies indicate that biofilm infections cause up to 80% death [33]. One of 
the leading causes of infection is the insertion of catheters and ureteral stents [33].
3.1.1. Mechanism
3.1.1.1. Urinary infection mechanisms
Catheters and stents used in patients are subject to biofilm formation when different particles 
in the urine, blood, or surrounding tissue attach to the surface of the implant. Biofilms begin 
to form when colonized bacteria attaches to the surface of the device, altering the surface 
properties [32]. Once attached, the bacteria binds with target molecules and, after an extended 
period of time, the attachment becomes permanent and the process is irreversible. Overtime, 
as the biofilm becomes more developed, it will repeat these processes to form a new biofilm 
formation on an unpopulated area of the implantation device [34].
One of the main reasons for encrustation of a device is infection due to bacteria that produce 
urease. This enzyme uses urea to create an alkaline environment from ammonia, raising the pH 
[35]. E. faecalis, Proteus mirabilis, Staphylococcus aureus, and Candida tropicalis are considered the 
strongest strains to form biofilms; however, P. mirabilis is hydrolyzes urea ten times faster than 
the rates of other strains [34]. Under these conditions, hydroxyapatite and struvite crystals form 
on the surface of the device, resulting in encrustation [34]. This process will continue and repeat 
until the flow of urine is blocked due to encrustation resulting in the complete device failure [35].
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Encrustation of ureteral stents occurs for a variety of reasons. One reason is the failure of 
patients to return for stent removal after surgery or inadequate counsel by professional 
healthcare [36]. The material of the stent may also contribute to encrustation. Silicone con-
taining stents seems to be more resistant to encrustation, followed by polyurethane, silitek, 
percuflex, and hydrogel coated polyurethane [36]. Stents fracturing after being in situ for 
a long period due to hardening and loss of tensile strength can also be another reason for 
encrustation. Other factors that contribute may include urinary composition (hypercalciuria, 
hyperoxaluria, hypocitraturia, homocystinuria, and hyperuricosuria), history of urolithiasis, 
and congenital urinary tract anomalies [37].
3.1.2. Prevention
3.1.2.1. Urinary implant coatings
Coatings of the urinary implantation devices are one of approaches that prevents bacterial 
adherence. Surface coatings of the devices inhibit bacterial biofilm formation to prevent infec-
tion and encrustation [38]. The coating needs to have certain properties to inhibit bacterial 
adherence which includes biocompatible, resists biofilm formation, and antimicrobial [39].
Hydrogels are hydrophilic, cross-linked polymers capable of absorbing large amounts of liquid. 
They form a thin layer of water on the surface of the device, preventing biofilm formation and 
bacterial adherence [34]. Studies have shown hydrogel-coated catheters have less bacterial adher-
ence compared to non-hydrogel coated catheters [40]. In addition, hydrogel-coated catheters also 
cause less irritation and inflammation [34].
Similar to hydrogels, antimicrobial peptides (AMPs) are hydrophilic polymers that have anti-
biotic resistance which inhibits bacterial adhesion [39]. In one study, AMPs were coated on 
titanium implants and inhibited bacterial adhesions both in vitro, and in vivo using rat models. 
In addition to inhibiting bacterial growth, it also has wound healing benefits. However, there 
are some conditions with AMPs that include potential local toxicity, pH sensitivity, suscepti-
bility to proteolysis, and high cost of synthesis [34].
Polyvinylpyrrolidone (PVP) is also hydrophilic and has excellent lubricant properties. Therefore, 
the implantation device has less bacterial adhesion and encrustation in vivo compared to 
uncoated catheters [34]. Heparin is a glycosaminoglycan which is a natural inhibitor of crys-
tallization. Naturally, heparin is considered to prevent bacterial attachment and encrustation; 
however, studies concluded that there is not a significant decrease in bacterial adherence despite 
its overall good quality [38].
On the contrary, hyaluronic acid shows promising results in vitro. Hyaluronic acid is a type 
of glycosaminoglycan that inhibits nucleation, growth, and aggregation of salts. Covalently 
bound hyaluronic acid catheters increase hydration, while decreasing adsorption of proteins 
and bacterial adhesion. Even though hyaluronic acid coating shows promising results, it has 
yet to be fully analyzed. Gendine is another antimicrobial coating that contains gentian violet 
and chlorhexidine [34]. Compared to uncoated controls, devices that are coated in gendine are 
resistant to the adherence of multi-drug-resistant bacteria [34].
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Researchers are continuously searching for an ultimate biocompatible material that can 
substitute segments of the urinary tract [41]. This involves urinary system cells or other cell 
sources that can be seeded onto biodegradable scaffolds [42]. Experts have reported that cells 
isolated from urine can express smooth muscle, endothelial and interstitial cells, and mark-
ers of urothelial [42].The ideal biomaterial has to be biocompatible and biodegradable, pro-
mote vascular regeneration, nerve regeneration, and cellular differentiation; also, it should 
be watertight and stretchable, resist encrustation and biofilm formation, and regain its shape 
[41]. However, most biomaterial includes natural collagens, and natural collagens scaffolds 
cannot maintain their physical properties in an in vivo environment resulting in graft failure 
or formation of fibrosis [43]. There is no ideal biomaterial available yet, but they can be modi-
fied to enhance biological properties for cellular integration. Smart polymers are also optimal 
for use in urinary construction [41].
4. Diseased state
In addition to affecting different biomaterials and biosynthetic implants, calcification also 
occurs naturally throughout the cardiovascular and the urinary system due to various states 
and diseases.
Cardiovascular disease is the leading cause of death in the United States, with a high mortality 
rate among end stage renal disease (ESRD) patients [44]. ESRD and other forms of kidney disease 
are marked by elevated levels of calcium phosphate in the serum, leading to mineral deposition 
and calcification of the arterial wall. This occurs as vascular smooth muscle cells differentiate from 
their typical phenotype to osteoblast-like cells that cause bone formation in atypical regions [45]. 
This risk increases with patients on dialysis, due to the fact that important calcification-inhibitory 
molecules, such as Fetuin-A, are stripped from the body [45]. This high level of phosphate also 
leads to the activation of the Wnt signaling pathway. When high levels of phosphate accumulate 
in smooth muscle cells, 𝛽-catenin is upregulated [46]. This leads to an increased expression of 
bone-morphogenetic protein 2 (BMP-2) and runt-related transcription factor-2 (Runx2) in smooth 
muscle cells, though the two factors are typically only seen in bone cells [47].
Primary hyperparathyroidism (PHPT), often associated with cardiovascular disease, is another 
condition potentially linked to calcification. It has been observed that as levels of parathyroid 
hormone increase in PHPT patients, there is an associated increase in abdominal aortic calci-
fication [48].
Another form of calcification associated with imbalance of minerals in the body is nephrocal-
cinosis. When calcium intake increases and it begins to build up in the kidneys, it leads to the 
deposition of minerals in the renal parenchyma and tubules [49]. These calcified regions are 
also formed through an osteopontin deficiency. This calcification in the urinary system can 
contribute to renal dysfunction and potentially lead to ESRD [49].
Calcification of both the vascular and urinary system in the body can be driven by various 
diseases and conditions, typically due to some sort of mineral or chemical imbalance in the 
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serum. Taking this into account, as well as the increased rate of calcification seen in bio-




Calcification is a pathological process that occurs with an imbalance of several genetic, 
chemical, and physical properties. The process can depend on the levels of proteins and 
ions present in the serum, like metal ions that bind with hydroxyapatite or proteins that 
chaperone free calcium and phosphate particles. It can also be induced by physical damage 
to cells and tissue, whether by chemical means or foreign implants in the body. Though 
many individual factors are associated with the formation of mineral deposits and calci-
fication in the body, the mechanisms inducing calcification are still being researched and 
understood.
Vascular calcification (VC) is a prominent issue affecting both the intimal and medial layers of 
the arterial wall. Intimal calcification is usually associated with plaque rupture and thicken-
ing of the endothelium layer in the vessels while medial calcification occurs as smooth muscle 
cells differentiate into osteoblast-like cells, which are associated with bone growth. This phe-
notypic switch in the medial layer is often associated with various osteogenic predecessors 
[50].
Osteoprotegerin (OPG) is a glycoprotein that works by inhibiting bone resorption, and an 
increase in OPG is often associated with an increase in calcification [51]. It participates in the 
OPG/RANK/RANKL pathway to act as a decoy receptor binding to RANKL, where RANK is 
supposed to bind. This in turn prevents RANK’s intended mechanism of osteoblast differen-
tiation into osteoclasts [51].
BMP-2 is also thought to play an important role in VC, since it is expressed in higher levels in 
chronic kidney disease patients, and is a part of the Wnt/β-catenin pathway [52]. Typically, it 
is associated with bone and tooth formation, but the high phosphate levels in uremic patients 
activate this pathway and causes BMP-2 expression.
Apart from the osteogenic markers and factors associated with calcification is another major 
protein, matrix Gla protein (MGP). In its activated form, it antagonizes BMP-2 signaling as 
a negative feedback regulator due to its carboxylated glutamate residues [53]. It also acts by 
binding to forming hydroxyapatite crystals to prevent deposition and calcification. However, 
it must be carboxylated by vitamin-K in order to be active, which may be why vitamin-K defi-
cient kidney disease patients show calcified vessels [54].
In biomaterials, the surface structure of the material can determine the post-implantation 
calcification. Materials with a higher porosity have the increased potential for calcification, 
because the larger pores allow for more calcium deposition [55].
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4.2. Prevention
4.2.1. Dietary changes
Because most causes of calcification are rooted in a mineral imbalance, dietary modifications or 
supplementation are currently being studied for potential use in attenuating the effects of calci-
fication in different regions in the body. Magnesium ions are known to inhibit calcium deposi-
tion, though the mechanism is not clearly understood [56]. When supplied to vascular smooth 
muscle cells, the rate of cell damage by apoptosis is significantly decreased as the magnesium 
levels increase in the media [57]. Decreasing the rate of apoptosis decreases arterial stiffness and 
calcification since apoptosis of smooth muscle cells often leads to the disruption and remodel-
ing of plaque in the arteries [58]. Increased magnesium levels also decrease the expression of 
Runx2, inhibiting the differentiation of smooth muscle cells into osteoblast-like cells [57].
In a Framington Heart Study of 2695 participants, a dietary assessment was used to measure 
magnesium intake levels and determine whether adding the supplement could prevent or 
inhibit calcification. It was found that both coronary artery and abdominal aortic calcification 
decreased as magnesium intake increased, with a 22% decrease in coronary artery calcifica-
tion for every 50 mg increase in daily magnesium intake, and significant decrease in abdomi-
nal aortic calcification with magnesium increase [59]. Even though the mechanism is not fully 
understood, the metal does correlate with an inhibition of calcification.
MGP is another inhibitor of calcification that prevents the differentiation of vascular smooth 
muscle cells into osteoblasts [60]. However, MGP can only inhibit calcification if it is activated via 
carboxylation, making it a vitamin K-dependent protein. In patients with chronic kidney disease, 
there is a vitamin K deficiency and MGP remains inactivated [54]. For this reason, vitamin K was 
investigated as a dietary supplement to activate circulating MGP and inhibit calcification.
In a randomized, controlled trial, male and female patients were given either a control or vita-
min K supplement, and CT scans were used for analysis of calcification levels [61]. Blood sam-
ples were also taken and analyzed with a radioimmunoassay to determine MGP levels in the 
serum. While results showed that the supplement reduced the levels of calcification currently 
existing, it did not prevent the new formation of calcium deposits. MGP levels also showed no 
significant difference between the control and vitamin K group [61]. This shows that vitamin K 
could be used as a supplement to slow the progression of existing calcium deposits, though it 
has not been proven to prevent the formation of new calcification.
4.2.2. Protein therapy
Several naturally occurring proteins in the body act as inhibitors of calcification. MGP, as 
previously mentioned, is a naturally occurring inhibitor of calcification, requiring carbox-
ylation to prevent osteoblastic-differentiation. Fetuin-A, also known as alpha-2-Heremans-
Schmid glycoprotein, is another protein that acts by binding to free calcium and phosphate 
particles in the serum and preventing deposition [62]. In dialysis patients, fetuin levels in the 
body are significantly lower than in healthy patients, correlating with an increase in vascular 
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calcification [63]. Because of this correlation, fetuin has been considered as a potential thera-
peutic protein, as treatment for vascular calcification [4].
Osteopontin (OPN) is a protein associated with bone remodeling and resorption. When 
phosphorylated, it can easily bind with calcium ions to prevent calcification [49]. It resists 
calcification in a dose-dependent manner when supplemented to smooth muscle cells to 
protect their phenotype, and is currently being researched to determine its therapeutic abili-
ties [49].
4.2.3. Drug-coated stents and balloon angioplasty
There are two main classifications of stents: bare metal stents and drug-eluting stents. The 
latter has been used to treat calcification and prevent restenosis by incorporating anti-prolif-
eration and anti-inflammatory agents into the material of the stent [64]. However, in regions 
of high calcification, it is common for the stent to improperly deploy within the vessel, leading 
to further plaque build-up and implant failure [64].
In order to prevent improper placement of the stent and reduce adverse effects, drug-coated 
angioplasty balloons are often favorable to stents. Balloon angioplasty is a common treat-
ment for calcification in the arteries, working as an immediate clearing of vessels to allow 
blood flow [65]. By modifying this design and using drug-coated balloons, obstructions in 
the vessels can be immediately broken up while also delivering various agents to prevent 
the return blockage without leaving a permanent implant behind [66]. Paclitaxel-coated 
balloons have been used because of the drug’s ability to stop cell division so that when it is 
delivered to regions with increased plaque buildup, further growth is inhibited. The drug 
is delivered uniformly to the arterial wall with immediate release and incorporation into 
the tissue [67].
5. Assessment
5.1. Assessment of biomaterials calcification
Many different techniques are used to investigate and examine the calcification of biomateri-
als. This can be done with either morphologic or chemical techniques. Morphological testing 
yields important qualitative information like the detection, characterization, and distribu-
tion sites of calcific deposits as detailed below, but still lacks quantitative information. While 
chemical techniques reveal more qualitative data such as identification of elemental composi-
tion and determination of crystalline mineral phases, they require a complete ruination of the 
tissue specimen [68]. Furthermore, techniques such as microcomputer tomography (micro 
CT) are recent technologies available for both in vitro and in vivo samples that are non-invasive 
and non-destructive [68].
Morphological assessment of calcification uses many different techniques, including scanning 
electron microscopy (SEM), radiographs (X-rays), light microscopy, transmission  electron 
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microscopy (TEM), and microcomputer tomography (micro CT) [68, 69]. Calcific deposit dis-
persal can be seen from X-rays, and most calcification is studied using morphological tech-
niques done outside of the body once the implantation is removed. As mentioned previously, 
calcific deposit morphology, quantification, and localization can be seen from micro CT. Both 
X-ray and CT techniques require gross specimen sample preparation. Light microscopy is 
used in conjunction with various staining techniques to identify mineral deposits with either 
a calcium or phosphorus-specific stains. Alizarin red is a calcium-specific stain and von Kossa 
is a phosphate-specific stain [68]. Hematoxylin/eosin, Mallory’s trichrome and alcian blue 
stains are known as histological stains associated with light microscopy, both readily avail-
able and easily applied to tissue [69].
Two types of microscope techniques mentioned previously, SEM and TEM, are electron 
microscopes that use a highly focused electron beam contained in a vacuum to passes the 
specimen [68]. In one study, SEM was used to analyze bovine pericardium samples in vitro 
for calcification using SEM. To prepare the samples for analysis, they were first soaked in a 
simulated body fluid containing ionic concentrations similar to natural body plasma fluid, 
then placed in a controlled environment. After seven days, samples were rinsed, deionized, 
and frozen in liquid nitrogen. Finally, samples had to be lyophilized before SEM analysis 
could be performed [70]. Other methods of calcification testing include Fourier transform 
infrared spectroscopy, which is used to determine structure coatings and x-ray diffraction of 
lyophilized samples using a diffractometer with Cu-Kα radiation [70].
6. Future works
There are many important factors to review when looking at heart valve replacements. Cost 
should be considered since valvular heart disease is prominent worldwide, especially in 
underdeveloped countries. Post-implantation failure is another factor, largely due to age of 
the patient given that children and young adults have a more competent immune system 
and experience a higher rate of BHV failure. In some countries lacking adequate ways of 
monitoring patients, mortality is an increased risk [9]. Calcification is also a major cause 
of deterioration in BHV replacements. The complications associated with calcification of 
artificial heart valves can lead to the need for revision surgery in patients. Mechanical valve 
replacements potentially require additional surgery due to thrombosis, thromboembolism, 
or spontaneous bleeding can occur; additionally, these replacements require lifelong anti-
coagulation therapies [9].
For these reasons, experts are trying to further understand the mechanism of biomaterial 
calcification and exploring more biocompatible materials. As mentioned before, there is not 
a specific mechanism that leads to VHD, so further understanding of the various processes 
involved will improve treatment strategies that include tissue engineering and drug-coated 
biomaterials [8]. Some studies have reported that tissue engineering scaffolds have similar 
uniaxial mechanical properties but need more investigation with biaxial mechanical proper-
ties that are more related to soft tissue. There are also clinical studies that combined both 
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synthetic and natural polymers to construct a scaffold that could be similar to the native 
mechanical properties of a heart valve which may improve their biocompatibility [7]. Another 
approach to prevent calcification is to modify the surface of the device; for example, heparin 
can be used to inhibit tissue calcification [69].
In addition, urinary stents and catheters need more attention to overcome the two main causes 
that lead to calcification: infection and encrustation. Currently, studies are focusing on inno-
vating stent designs, biomaterials, and surface coatings [41]. Many studies have attempted 
to combine multiple antimicrobial agents into one coating, for example using several anti-
biotics. Another approach that most researchers have recently used is constructing urinary 
tissue from organ-specific stromal cells resulting in better biomechanical properties similar 
to human than non-specific stromal cells [71]. However, most biomaterials include natural 
collagens that are unable to maintain the same physical properties, resulting in graft failure 
[43]. Further investigation and clinical studies are needed to introduce the ideal biomaterials 
and coating [34].
In conclusion, further development will include better understanding of VHD to improve 
our treatment strategies. More trials and clinical studies are needed to create an “ideal” bio-
material for tissue engineering and drug-coated biomaterials. Additional experiments will be 
needed to test innovating stent designs, heart valves, and surface coatings to treat implanta-
tion calcification.
Acknowledgements
Authors would like to acknowledge Mississippi State University and MAFES for funding.
Author details
Jenna Mosier, Nancy Nguyen, Kadie Parker and Chartrisa LaShan Simpson*
*Address all correspondence to: clsimpson@abe.msstate.edu
Mississippi State University, Mississippi State, USA
References
[1] Reynolds JL, Skepper JN, McNair R, Kasama T, Gupta K, Weissberg PL, et al. Multi-
functional roles for serum protein fetuin-a in inhibition of human vascular smooth mus-
cle cell calcification. Journal of the American Society of Nephrology [Internet]. Oct 1, 
2005;16(10):2920-2930. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16093453 
[Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
Biomaterials - Physics and Chemistry - New Edition52
[2] Frederick J, Schoen MD, Robert J, Levy, MD. Calcification of tissue heart valve sub-
stitutes: Progress toward understanding and prevention. Annals of Thoracic Surgery 
[Internet]. Mar 1, 2005;79(3):1072-1080. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/S0003497504013219 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[3] Persy V, et al. Vascular calcification and bone disease: The calcification paradox. Trends 
in Molecular Medicine [Internet]. Sep 1, 2009;15(9):405-416. Available from: http://www.
sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S147149140900118X [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[4] Westenfeld R, Schäfer C, Krüger T, Haarmann C, Schurgers LJ, Reutelingsperger C, et al. 
Fetuin-A protects against atherosclerotic calcification in CKD. Journal of the American 
Society of Nephrology [Internet]. Jun 1, 2009;20(6):1264-1274. Available from: http://
www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19389852 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[5] Tam H, Zhang W, Infante D, Parchment N, Sacks M, Vyavahare N. Fixation of bovine 
pericardium-based tissue biomaterial with irreversible chemistry improves biochemi-
cal and biomechanical properties. Journal of Cardiovascular Translational Research 
[Internet]. Apr 17, 2017;10(2):194-205. Available from: http://link.springer.com/10.1007/
s12265-017-9733-5 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[6] Wu S, Wang Z, Bharadwaj S, Hodges SJ, Atala A, Zhang Y. Implantation of autolo-
gous urine derived stem cells expressing vascular endothelial growth factor for 
potential use in genitourinary reconstruction. Journal of Urology [Internet]. Aug 1, 
2011;186(2):640-647. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/
S0022534711035658 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[7] Ibrahima DM, Kakarougkas A, Allam NK. Recent advances on electrospun scaffolds 
as matrices for tissue-engineered heart valves. Materials Today Chemistry [Internet]. 
Sep 1, 2017;5:11-23. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/
S2468519417300423#bib20 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[8] Cheung DY, Duan B, Butcher JT. Current progress in tissue engineering of heart valves: 
Multiscale problems, multiscale solutions. Expert Opinion on Biological Therapy [Internet]. 
2015;15(8):1155-1172. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26027436 
[Accessed Sep 14, 2017]
[9] Singhal P, Luk A, Butany J. Bioprosthetic heart valves: Impact of implantation on bio-
materials. ISRN Biomaterials [Internet]. Mar 12, 2013;2013:1-14. Available from: http://
www.hindawi.com/journals/isrn/2013/728791/ [Accessed: Sep 14, 2017]
[10] Vojáčeka J, El-Hamamsy I, Ondrášek J, Žáček P, Fila P, Voborník M, Špatenkad J. 
Current status of the ross procedure in aortic valve surgery. Cor Et Vasa [Internet]. Feb 1, 
2017;59(1):e71-e16. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/
S0010865016301412 [Accessed: Sep 14, 2017]
[11] Sodian R, Lueders C, Kraemer L, Kuebler W, Shakibaei M, Reichart B, Daebritz 
S, Hetzer R. Tissue engineering of autologous human heart valves using cryopre-
served vascular umbilical cord cells. Annals of Thoracic Surgery [Internet]. Jun 1, 
Calcification of Biomaterials and Diseased States
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.71594
53
2006;81(6):2207-2216. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/
S0003497506000403?via%3Dihub [Accessed: Sep 14, 2017]
[12] Bloomfield P. Choice of heart valve prosthesis. Heart [Internet]. Jun 2002;87(6):583-589. 
Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12010950 [Accessed: Sep 14, 2017]
[13] Pibarot P, Dumesnil JG. Prosthetic heart valves. Circulation [Internet]. 2009;119(7):1034-1048. 
Available from: http://circ.ahajournals.org/content/119/7/1034.long [Accessed: Sep 14, 2017]
[14] Legg M, Mathews E, Pelzer R. The design and development of a stented tissue mitral 
and aortic heart valve replacement for human implantation. Cardiovascular Journal of 
Africa [Internet]. Apr 2012;23(3):126-130. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
pubmed/22555635 [Accessed: Sep 18, 2017]
[15] Siddiqui RF, Abraham JR, Butany J. Bioprosthetic heart valves: Modes of failure. 
Histopathology [Internet]. Aug 1, 2009;55(2):135-144. Available from: http://doi.wiley.
com/10.1111/j.1365-2559.2008.03190.x [Accessed: Sep 14, 2017]
[16] Manji RA, Menkis AH, Ekser B, Cooper DK. Porcine bioprosthetic heart valves: 
The next generation. American Heart Journal [Internet]. Aug 1, 2012;164(2):177-185. 
Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0002870312003675? 
via%3Dihub [Accessed: Sep 14, 2017]
[17] Yang M, Lin Y-H, Shi W-P, Shi H-C, Gu YJ, Shu Y-S. Surface heparin treatment of the 
decellularized porcine heart valve: Effect on tissue calcification. Journal of Biomedical 
Materials Research Part B: Applied Biomaterials [Internet]. Feb 1, 2017;105(2):400-405. 
Available from: http://doi.wiley.com/10.1002/jbm.b.33490 [Accessed: Sep 14, 2017]
[18] Aguiari P, Iop L, Favaretto F, Fidalgo CML, Naso F, Milan G, et al. In vitro comparative 
assessment of decellularized bovine pericardial patches and commercial bioprosthetic 
heart valves. Biomedical Materials [Internet]. Feb 3, 2017;12(1):15021. Available from: 
http://stacks.iop.org/1748-605X/12/i=1/a=015021?key=crossref.161333f57a86420980063b8
a87470ff7 [Accessed: Sep 14, 2017]
[19] MacGrogan D, Luna-Zurita L, de la Pompa JL. Notch signaling in cardiac valve devel-
opment and disease. Birth Defects Research Part A: Clinical and Molecular Teratology 
[Internet]. Jun 1, 2011;91(6):449-459. Available from: http://doi.wiley.com/10.1002/bdra. 
20815 [Accessed: Sep 14, 2017]
[20] Cole J, Aberdein J, Jubrail J, Dockrell DH. The role of macrophages in the innate immune 
response to Streptococcus pneumoniae and Staphylococcus aureus: Mechanisms and 
contrasts. Advances Microbial Physiology. 2014;65:125-202. DOI: 10.1016/bs.ampbs. 
2014.08.004. PMID: 25476766
[21] Tam H, Zhang W, Feaver KR, Parchment N, Sacks MS, Vyavahare N. A novel crosslinking 
method for improved tear resistance and biocompatibility of tissue based biomaterials. 
Biomaterials [Internet]. Oct 1, 2015;66:83-91. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.
com/science/article/pii/S0142961215005876 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
Biomaterials - Physics and Chemistry - New Edition54
[22] Mathapati S, Bishi DK, Guhathakurta S, Cherian KM, Venugopal JR, Ramakrishna S, 
Verma RS. Biomimetic acellular detoxified glutaraldehyde cross-linked bovine pericar-
dium for tissue engineering. Materials Science and Engineering C [Internet]. Apr 1, 
2013;33(3):1561-1572. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/
pii/S0928493112006315 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[23] Lim H-G, Kim SH, Choi SY, Kim YJ. Anticalcification effects of decellularization, solvent, 
and detoxification treatment for genipin and glutaraldehyde fixation of bovine pericar-
dium. European Journal of Cardio-Thoracic Surgery [Internet]. Feb 1, 2012;41(2):383-390. 
Available from: https://academic.oup.com/ejcts/article-lookup/doi/10.1016/j.ejcts.2011. 
05.016 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[24] Vellayappan MV, Balaji A, Subramanian AP, John AA, Jaganathan SK, Murugesan S, et al. 
Tangible nanocomposites with diverse properties for heart valve application. Science and 
Technology of Advanced Materials [Internet]. Jun 20, 2015;16(3):33504. Available from: 
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1088/1468-6996/16/3/033504 [Accessed: Sep 13, 
2017]
[25] The anti-calcification potential of a silsesquioxane nanocomposite polymer under 
in vitro conditions: Potential material for synthetic leaflet heart valve. Acta Biomaterialia 
[Internet]. Nov 1, 2010;6(11):4249-4260. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/S1742706110002813?via%3Dihub [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[26] Rocco KA, Maxfield MW, Best CA, Dean EW, Breuer CK. In vivo applications of elec-
trospun tissue-engineered vascular grafts: A review. Tissue Engineering Part B Reviews 
[Internet]. Dec 16, 2014;20(6):628-640. Available from: http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/
abs/10.1089/ten.teb.2014.0123 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[27] Singh C, Wang X. Metal ion-loaded nanofibre matrices for calcification inhibition in poly-
urethane implants. Journal of Functional Biomaterials [Internet]. Jun 23, 2017;8(3):22. 
Available from: http://www.mdpi.com/2079-4983/8/3/22 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[28] Vasudev SC, Chandy T, Mohanty M, Up R, Sharma CP. Inhibition of bioprosthesis cal-
cification due to synergistic effect of Fe/Mg ions to polyethylene glycol grafted bovine 
pericardium. Journal of Biomaterials Applications [Internet]. Oct 27, 2001;16(2):93-107. 
Available from: http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1106/0JE0-M473-XATE-6EJD [Accessed: 
Sep 13, 2017]
[29] An imaging review on urinary tract calcifications. International Journal of Anatomy 
Radiology and Surgery [Internet]. 2013;2(1):19-28. Available from: http://www.ijars.net/
articles/PDF/1957/4488_E(C)_PF1(M)_F(H)_PF1(H)_PFA(H).pdf [Accessed: Sep 17, 2017]
[30] Evan AP. Physiopathology and etiology of stone formation in the kidney and the urinary 
tract. Pediatric Nephrology [Internet]. May 7, 2010;25(5):831-841. Available from: http://
link.springer.com/10.1007/s00467-009-1116-y [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[31] Dyer RB, Chen MY, Zagoria RJ. Abnormal calcifications in the urinary tract. Radiographics 
[Internet]. 1997;18(6):1405-1424. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/ 
9821191
Calcification of Biomaterials and Diseased States
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.71594
55
[32] Lee J, Ramasamy M, Lee J. Recent nanotechnology approaches for prevention and treat-
ment of biofilm-associated infections on medical devices. BioMed Research International. 
2016;2016(October):1-17
[33] Guggenbichler JP, Assadian O, Boeswald M, Kramer A. Incidence and clinical implica-
tion of nosocomial infections associated with implantable biomaterials - catheters, ven-
tilator-associated pneumonia, urinary tract infections. GMS Krankenhhyg Interdiszip 
[Internet]. 2011;6(1):Doc18. Available from: http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/articler-
ender.fcgi?artid=3252661&tool=pmcentrez&rendertype=abstract
[34] Lo J, Lange D, Chew B. Ureteral stents and foley catheters-associated urinary tract infec-
tions: The role of coatings and materials in infection prevention. Antibiotics [Internet]. 
2014;3(1):87-97. Available from: http://www.mdpi.com/2079-6382/3/1/87/
[35] Malic S, Waters MGJ, Basil L, Stickler DJ, Williams DW. Development of an “early warn-
ing” sensor for encrustation of urinary catheters following Proteus infection. Journal of 
Biomedical Materials Research Part B: Applied Biomaterials. 2012;100 B(1):133-137
[36] Murthy KVR, Jayaram Reddy S, Prasad DV. Endourological management of forgotten 
encrusted ureteral stents. International Brazilian Journal of Urology. 2010;36(4):420-429
[37] Dakkak Y, Janane A, Ould-Ismail T, Ghadouane M, Ameur A, Abbar M. Management 
of encrusted ureteral stents. African Journal of Urology [Internet]. 2012;18(3):131-134. 
Available from: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.afju.2012.08.013
[38] Lange D, Elwood CN, Choi K, Hendlin K, Monga M, Chew BH. Uropathogen interaction 
with the surface of urological stents using different surface properties. Journal of Urology 
[Internet]. 2009;182(3):1194-1200. Available from: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.juro.2009.05.008
[39] Gao G, Lange D, Hilpert K, Kindrachuk J, Zou Y, Cheng JTJ, et al. The biocompatibil-
ity and biofilm resistance of implant coatings based on hydrophilic polymer brushes 
conjugated with antimicrobial peptides. Biomaterials [Internet]. 2011;32(16):3899-3909. 
Available from: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2011.02.013
[40] Desai DG, Liao KS, Cevallos ME, Trautner BW. Silver or nitrofurazone impregna-
tion of urinary catheters has a minimal effect on uropathogen adherence. Journal of 
Urology [Internet]. 2010;184(6):2565-2571. Available from: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
juro.2010.07.036
[41] Yang L, Whiteside S, Cadieux PA, Denstedt JD. Ureteral stent technology: Drug-eluting 
stents and stent coatings. Asian Journal of Urology [Internet]. 2015;2(4):194-201. Available 
from: http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2214388215000995
[42] Zhang Y, McNeill E, Tian H, Soker S, Andersson KE, Yoo JJ, et al. Urine derived cells are 
a potential source for urological tissue reconstruction. Journal of Urology. 2008;180(5): 
2226-2233
[43] Bodin A, Bharadwaj S, Wu S, Gatenholm P, Atala A, Zhang Y. Tissue-engineered conduit 
using urine-derived stem cells seeded bacterial cellulose polymer in urinary reconstruc-
tion and diversion. Biomaterials [Internet]. 2010;31(34):8889-8901. Available from: http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2010.07.108
Biomaterials - Physics and Chemistry - New Edition56
[44] Foley RN, Parfrey PS. Cardiovascular disease and mortality in ESRD. Journal of 
Nephrology [Internet]. 1998;11(5):239-245. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
pubmed/9831236 [Accessed: Sep 14, 2017]
[45] Selamet U, Tighiouart H, Sarnak MJ, Beck G, Levey AS, Block G, et al. Relationship of 
dietary phosphate intake with risk of end-stage renal disease and mortality in chronic 
kidney disease stages 3-5: The modification of diet in renal disease study. Kidney 
International [Internet]. Jan 2016;89(1):176-184. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.
nih.gov/pubmed/26422502 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017];
[46] WNT/β-catenin signaling promotes VSMCs to osteogenic transdifferentiation and calcifi-
cation through directly modulating Runx2 gene expression. Experimental Cell Research 
[Internet]. Jul 15, 2016;345(2):206-217. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/sci-
ence/article/pii/S0014482716301471?via%3Dihub [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[47] Deng D, Diao Z, Han X, Liu W. Secreted frizzled-related protein 5 attenuates high phos-
phate-induced calcification in vascular smooth muscle cells by inhibiting the Wnt/ß-catenin 
pathway. Calcified Tissue International [Internet]. Jul 19, 2016;99(1):66-75. Available from: 
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/s00223-016-0117-7 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[48] Pepe J, Diacinti D, Fratini E, Nofroni I, D’Angelo A, Pilotto R, et al. High prevalence of 
abdominal aortic calcification in patients with primary hyperparathyroidism as eval-
uated by Kauppila score. European Journal of Endocrinology [Internet] Aug 1, 2016; 
175(2):95-100. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27165861 [Accessed: 
Sep 13, 2017]
[49] Paloian NJ, Leaf EM, Giachelli CM. Osteopontin protects against high phosphate-
induced nephrocalcinosis and vascular calcification. Kidney International [Internet]. 
May 2016;89(5):1027-1036. Available from: http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/
S0085253816002854 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[50] Amann K. Media calcification and intima calcification are distinct entities in chronic kidney 
disease. Clinical journal of the American Society of Nephrology [Internet]. Nov 1, 2008;3(6): 
1599-1605. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18815240 [Accessed: 
Sep 13, 2017]
[51] Osteoprotegerin, vascular calcification and atherosclerosis. Atherosclerosis [Internet]. 
Jun 1, 2009;204(2):321-329. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/arti-
cle/pii/S0021915008006916 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[52] Rong S, Zhao X, Jin X, Zhang Z, Chen L, Zhu Y, et al. Vascular calcification in chronic 
kidney disease is induced by bone morphogenetic protein-2 via a mechanism involving 
the Wnt/β-catenin pathway. Cellular Physiology and Biochemistry [Internet]. 2014;34(6): 
2049-2060. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25562153 [Accessed: 
Sep 13, 2017]
[53] Yao Y, Bennett BJ, Wang X, Rosenfeld ME, Giachelli C, Lusis AJ, et al. Inhibition of bone mor-
phogenetic proteins protects against atherosclerosis and vascular calcification. Circulation 
Research [Internet]. Aug 20, 2010;107(4):485-494. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.
gov/pubmed/20576934 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
Calcification of Biomaterials and Diseased States
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.71594
57
[54] Dietary vitamin K and therapeutic warfarin alter the susceptibility to vascular calcifi-
cation in experimental chronic kidney disease. Kidney International [Internet]. May 1, 
2013;83(5):835-844. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S008 
5253815558274 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[55] Kopecek J. Hydrogels: From soft contact lenses and implants to self-assembled nano-
materials. Journal of Polymer Science Part A: Polymer Chemistry [Internet]. Nov 15, 
2009;47(22):5929-5946. Available from: http://doi.wiley.com/10.1002/pola.23607 [Accessed: 
Sep 13, 2017]
[56] Louvet L, Buchel J, Steppan S, Passlick-Deetjen J, Massy ZA. Magnesium prevents phos-
phate-induced calcification in human aortic vascular smooth muscle cells. Nephrology 
Dialysis Transplantation [Internet]. Apr 1, 2013;28(4):869-878. Available from: https://
academic.oup.com/ndt/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ndt/gfs520 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[57] Kircelli F, Peter ME, Sevinc Ok E, Celenk FG, Yilmaz M, Steppan S, et al. Magnesium 
reduces calcification in bovine vascular smooth muscle cells in a dose-dependent man-
ner. Nephrology Dialysis Transplantation [Internet]. Feb 1, 2012;27(2):514-521. Available 
from: https://academic.oup.com/ndt/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ndt/gfr321 [Accessed: 
Sep 13, 2017]
[58] Clarke MCH, Littlewood TD, Figg N, Maguire JJ, Davenport AP, Goddard M, et al. Chronic 
apoptosis of vascular smooth muscle cells accelerates atherosclerosis and promotes calci-
fication and medial degeneration. Circulation Research [Internet]. 2008;102(12). Available 
from: http://circres.ahajournals.org/content/102/12/1529.full [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[59] Magnesium intake is inversely associated with coronary artery calcification: The 
Framingham heart study. JACC: Cardiovascular Imaging [Internet]. Jan 1, 2014;7(1):59-69. 
Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1936878X1300778X 
[Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[60] Spronk HMH, Soute BAM, Schurgers LJ, Thijssen HHW, De Mey JGR, Vermeer C, et al. 
Tissue-specific utilization of menaquinone-4 results in the prevention of arterial calcifica-
tion in warfarin-treated rats. Journal of Vascular Research [Internet]. Jan 29, 2004;40(6): 
531-537. Available from: http://www.karger.com/?doi=10.1159/000075344 [Accessed: Sep 
13, 2017]
[61] Shea MK, O’Donnell CJ, Hoffmann U, Dallal GE, Dawson-Hughes B, Ordovas JM, et al. 
Vitamin K supplementation and progression of coronary artery calcium in older men 
and women. American Journal of Clinical Nutrition [Internet]. Jun 1, 2009;89(6):1799-
1807. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19386744 [Accessed: Sep 
13, 2017]
[62] Vasquez ES, Cunningham JL, McMahan JB, Simpson CL, Walters KB. Fetuin-A adsorp-
tion and stabilization of calcium carbonate nanoparticles in a simulated body fluid. 
Journal of Materials Chemistry B [Internet]. Jul 29, 2015;3(31):6411-6419. Available from: 
http://xlink.rsc.org/?DOI=C5TB00565E [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
Biomaterials - Physics and Chemistry - New Edition58
[63] Ketteler M, Bongartz P, Westenfeld R, Wildberger JE, Mahnken AH, Böhm R, Metzger 
T, Wanner C, Jahnen-Dechent W, Floege J. Association of low fetuin-A (AHSG) concen-
trations in serum with cardiovascular mortality in patients on dialysis: A cross-sectional 
study. Lancet [Internet]. Mar 8, 2003;361(9360):827-833. Available from: http://www.scien-
cedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0140673603127109 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[64] Huisman J, van der Heijden LC, Kok MM, Danse PW, Jessurun GA, Stoel MG, can 
Houwelingen KG, Löwik MM, Hautvast RW, IJzerman MJ, Doggen CJ, von Birgelen C. 
Impact of severe lesion calcification on clinical outcome of patients with stable angina, 
treated with newer generation permanent polymer-coated drug-eluting stents: A patient-
level pooled analysis from TWENTE and DUTCH PEERS (TWENTE II). American Heart 
Journal [Internet]. May 1, 2016;175:121-129. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.
com/science/article/pii/S0002870316000636 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[65] Zeller T, Baumgartner I, Scheinert D, Brodmann M, Bosiers M, Micari A, Peeters P, 
Vermassen F, Landini M, Snead DB, Kent KC, Rocha-Singh KJ; IN.PACT DEEP Trial 
Investigators. Drug-eluting balloon versus standard balloon angioplasty for infrap-
opliteal arterial revascularization in critical limb ischemia: 12-Month results from 
the IN.PACT DEEP randomized trial. Journal of the American College of Cardiology 
[Internet]. Oct 14, 2014;64(15):1568-1576. Available from: http://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/S0735109714057143 [Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[66] Kinstner CM, Lammer J, Willfort-Ehringer A, Matzek W, Gschwandtner M, Javor D, 
Funovics M, Schoder M, Koppensteiner R, Loewe C, Ristl R, Wolf F. Paclitaxel-eluting 
balloon versus standard balloon angioplasty in in-stent restenosis of the superficial 
femoral and proximal popliteal artery: 1-Year results of the PACUBA trial. JACC: 
Cardiovascular Interventions [Internet]. Jul 11, 2016;9(13):1386-1392. Available from: 
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1936879816304253 [Accessed: Sep 13, 
2017]
[67] Gao L, Chen Y-D. Application of drug-coated balloon in coronary artery interven-
tion: Challenges and opportunities. Journal of Geriatric Cardiology [Internet]. Nov 
2016;13(11):906-913. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28133467 
[Accessed: Sep 13, 2017]
[68] Grinia M. Nogueira, Andrea C.D. Rodas, Raquel F. Weska, Cassiano G. Aimoli, 
Olga Z. Higa, Marina Maizato, Adolfo A. Leiner, Ronaldo N.M. Pitombo, Bronislaw 
Polakiewicz MMB. Bovine pericardium coated with biopolymeric films as an alternative 
to prevent calcification: In vitro calcification and cytotoxicity results. Materials Science 
and Engineering C [Internet]. May 10, 2010;30(4):575-582. Available from: http://www.
sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0928493110000299 [Accessed: Sep 14, 2017]
[69] Onuki Y, Bhardwaj U, Papadimitrakopoulos F, Burgess DJ. A review of the biocompat-
ibility of implantable devices: Current challenges to overcome foreign body response. 
Journal of Diabetes Science and Technology [Internet]. 2008;2(6):1003-1015. Available 
from: http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/articlerender.fcgi?artid=2769826&tool=pmce
ntrez&rendertype=abstract
Calcification of Biomaterials and Diseased States
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.71594
59
[70] Schoen F and Levy R. Pathological calcification of biomaterials. In: Ratner B, Hoffman A, 
Shoen F, Lemons J, editors. Biomaterials Science: An Introduction to Materials in Medicine. 
Waltham (MA): Elsevier; 2013. pp. 739-749
[71] Orabi H, Rousseau A, Laterreur V, Bolduc S. Optimization of the current self-assembled 
urinary bladder model: Organ-specific stroma and smooth muscle inclusion. Canadian 
Urological Association Journal [Internet]. 2015;9(9-10):E599-E607. Available from: inter-
nal-pdf://222.205.202.33/Orabi-2015-Optimization of the current self-as.pdf%5Cn http://
www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4581925/pdf/cuaj-9-10-e599.pdf
Biomaterials - Physics and Chemistry - New Edition60
